May 4, 1978 


Dear Harold, 

Thanks for your letters of the 25th, and for having Jim send me the clips. 

The reviews in the Washington paper should have a real effect in keeping the 
Epstein junk under control. 

Enclosed are pp. 21—23 of my Epstein notes. As you suggested, I am sending 
copies to Jim, Howard, and Lardner. 

The phone number Epstein gxa gave Peter Scott is 212-249-4003, which I think 
is unlisted. 

Enclosed: the WSJ review (#34), and pp. 134-7 from Schorr's book (re Angleton) . 
Also, CIA 376-154, as requested. (I think I mentioned in my notes that Slusser, 
named in graf 1, is an "outside" academic expert on the USSR.) 

The CIA memo describing their interest in Oswald, which you asked for, is 
# 173A, enclosed. The best record claiming that he was not debriefed is Helms' 
testimony, 5H121. 

I'll try to dupe the Scott-Epstein tape for you, but that will be a bit of 
a problem. I think the summary is pretty good; if you need any specific part of 
it confirmed or expanded, let me know. But I will try to get around to copying 
the whole tape. 

Commenting on the last few lines on p. 19 of my notes, you noted that it doesn't 
make sense, and wondered if something was left out. Actually, I put in a semicolon 
instead of a comma; Epstein was saying that, judging from the material that has 
come out from the FOIA requests, the WC got a great deal of information. He was 
evading Peter's specific question, i.e. the implications of the pre-assassination 
mail interception, which almost certainly wasn't given to the Commission. 

In your letter of 4/23 to Lardner, you mentioned a syndicated version Eifoa of a 
Chicago Sun-Times interview of Epstein. If this is interesting and handy, I would 
like a copy. 

your prompting, I dug up some of the old CIA documents about defectors, 
which I had a vague recollection of. The interesting stuff is enclosed: particularly 
CIA # ???- 76 (illegible number) and # ???-193. The former appeals (from the title, 
and the slightly awkward English) to be by a Soviet defector now working for the CIA. 
Th e first section is very Angletonian— Epsteinish: in fact, it reflects a more 
sophisticated approach to the issue of Oswald's "mission" that Epstein does. Much 
of the memo is total junk, of course. 

The second memo caught my eye primarily because of the date. Page 3 relates 
to the use of defectors in analyzing the Oswald papers. However, if you assume that 
the CIA had in mind using defectors for a more general analysis, the questions make 
at least as much sense, and it looks like the CIA was feeling the WC out. (If they 
were really just thinking of an analysis of the papers , all that concern and 
coordination with the Commission seems unnecessary.) From other CIA memos saf (esp. 
of their 3/12 meeting with the WC staff) , I am quite willing to believe that the 
memo deliberately included that kind of distortion of the actual topic. What makes 
this interesting, of course, is that (according to Epstein) this meeting with the 
Commission on 1/14/64 was just 6 days before Nosenko made k±x£ his first contact 
with the CIA in 19 months. In Epstein's account, that contact was totally Nosenko 's 
idea, but Epstein has hinted somewhere - I can't recall where, offhand - that he 
suspected that the CIA had encouraged the KGB to send a "message" like Nosenko, to 
the effect that Oswald was not one of theirs. Perhaps this document was the basis 
for his h suspicion; perhaps he has more information. 

Also enclosed: CD 49, pp. 41-42, re info from yet another defector, Peter 
Derjabin, to the FBI. Also noted, but not copied: CIA #465 thru 467, re views 
attributed to some former Russian officer who the CIA claimed not k to have a record of. 

Just received your 4/30. I'll make an extra effort to get that Epstein tape 
duplicated. Feel free to pass any of my notes on kka to the Senate Committee; I was 
thinking of sending them myself. Also, I'll enclosed the Rankin 1/24/64 memo , or 
send it in a day or so. 

One last enclosure; the CLAls letter of 4/20 to me, as discussed on p. 21 of 
my notes. 

PLH 



